| JER§ EY STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

DATE June 13 1‘97"‘9 .

= SUBJECW L E Carpenter, Waste D1sposa1 Area Wharton,‘NJu_‘*"

e On May 22
Street Wharton

n attendance were the fo]]ow1ng

< F. Jay S1nge1ton, Pres1dent L E Carpenter
‘Henry Jarrett, Plant Eng1neer, :
George R. Go]dy, ‘DEP -
-Robert Reed, DEP ”;tﬁ
“Robert. P]umb DEP-
*George M K1epp, DEP . -

atish Shah; DEP .
“Martin Petruce111, DEP . ¥ B
~James R. Kane, E K1111am Assoc., I

-*fThe purpose of ‘the meet1ng was to'd1scuss correct1ve measures re]evan+ to B
" the waste disposal area and the RVRSA. interceptor. (Contract #V Wharton) 0f prime
.- importance was the agreement by’ L.E. Carpenter to proceed with the 1nsta11at1on of -
~ five menitoring wells to ascertain the effects of the disposal area upon the ground- -
~ water. The information ga1ned from -the wells is expected to provide factual data
‘.. .necessary for the implementation . of’ appropr1ate corrective measures.. The approx1-
" mate tocations of the wells were detailed by Mr. Klepp:and recorded by Mr. Henry -
"Jarrett on a site plan of the L. E.‘Cawpenter d‘sposa] area drafted by Wehran Eng1n-
ﬁ;,eer1ng Corporat1on-on,2/6/76 v AR LIRS U : ‘

T In a subsequent telephone conversation the fo110w1ng morn1ng, May 23 19/9
.~L}_between Mr. Jarrett and Mr. Klepp, the company was given a list of five 10ca1 we11
“—drilTlers:—At-that-time MrJdarrett -indicated that the company -had - tentatively-agreed —
i 1o the 1nsta11at1on of an 1ncreased ‘number of monitoring wells should then be requ1red
'AMr Klepp is pres nt1y expected to be on s1te during ‘the dr1111ng fo techn1ca1 -assis-

1 t1on ‘of . the RVRSA 1nterceptor through company property
Mp fKane descr1bed ‘the following measures which have tentat1ve1

Plans for dewater1ng at the time of excavatlon 1nc1ude
Tired, h01d1ng pit with subsequent remova] of the
"qu by Modern Transportat1on. L: Eo Carpenter
may a]]ow dewaterjng to the-seepage p1t but no f1na1
ision was reached .on th1s at the meetlng.f; :

, Con~rete ,oc.s—would'be 1nst511ed to prevent—seepage-———————+e
+along the pipes. ~.One has already been 1nsta11ed pr1or to the;f
company property ; ' . 2,
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ASect1on beddlng - The f111 from the excavat1on (if eiceptabﬁe) was
' - to be used at 50' intervales to replace the norma] -
grave1 bedd1ng o _\A_,, e ‘_Trjemt

— 77Mr Go]dy adv1sed Mr. Kane that a cont1ngency report must be subm1tted to e
L Mr. Paul Kurisko pr1or to construct1on at L E Carpenter. The report is to contain
,;the fo]]oW1ng X L B ’ ”f N ';4' :

S perm1t from the So]1d Waste Adm1n1strat1on for the d1sposa1
1andf111 i IR o ‘ ) 4

,2A A descr1pt1on of the dewaterlng cont1ngency

3. A construct1on cont1ngency wh1ch details the actua1 construct1on S
, L “.modifications to be used. .. T
?:Mr. Kane was advised that there was to be no construct1on on the L. E Carpenter Co.
. property prior to the submission and approva] of a cont1ngency pIan. A‘conf1rmatlon
L 1etter of th1s Js to be sent to the RVRSA by Mr. Go]dy : e
S R ' ‘ -
, " An update of the Company s present effects to 1ocate an approved 1andf111 for
~ its process waste was requested. -Mr. Jarrett indicated that analysis of the waste
" had been sent to two firms. A response from the companies is expected within two
T weeks. Mr..Jarrett was reminded of the need for prompt fo110w-up 1n order to keep
- th1s from comp]1cat1ng the present 51tuat1on. S

- A s1te 1nspect1on was conducted revea11ng the same bas1c def1c1ences noted fﬁh
: _dur1na the prev1ou§ 1nspect1on by Mr.'Klepp and the wr1ter. j‘ff : .

S

o After the 51te 1nspect10n the fo]]ow1ng re]ated correct1ve measures were d1s- _
e cussed w1th Mr. Jarrett R : : . : :

i <

The test1ng of storage tanks that are part1a11y or comp]ete1y
N ;w;;burJed.__Mr. Jarrett. was_notified by telephone..of..a.hydrostatic. L
0 #ir (Kent-Moore Method) of testing on May 25, 1979 by the writer. Hazardous
L ?:Substance 1s to send a d1scr1pt1on of the method to the company

12, Reconstruct1on of the tank farm 1n a sat1sfactory manner. The con- -
struction in accordance with an approved SPCC Plan has already been
proposed as an clean-up procedure by the company in correspondance .
dated Mareh 5, 1976 from Char1es A Schwartz to Mr. John Vernam, NJDEP

3 'CoW¥truct1‘n:of a sat1sfactory drum storage area..

4. Rerout1ng or e11m1nat1on of an apparent contam1nated storm sewer N4-.1Q :
7 d1scharge 1nto the Rockaway R1ver in the area of the bo11er house.

_ No correct1ve schedu]e hasabeen_estab11shed atsthescompany.forsthe_above_measuresh
However, Mr. Jarrett was advised that the meeting was to be followed-up w1th Depart- -
menta] correspondence wh1ch wou]d address.the correct1ve measures. I S




